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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-8 and 29-39 are pending and have been examined. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. 
Since this application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 

1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality 
of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 14. 
Applicant's submission filed on 17 April 2008 has been entered. 

Election/Restrictions 

2. As previously indicated in previous office action mailed, 29 January 
2007. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and 
process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any 
person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to 
make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of 
carrying out his invention. 

4. Claims 1-8 and 37-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, 
as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) 
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contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a 
way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the 
inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. Independent claim 1 recites, "without developer involvement". This 
is not supported by the originally filed Specification. Applicant has not 
demonstrated the language or general meaning of the language ("without 
developer involvement" in the context of the claim) to be supported by the 
originally filed disclosure. The cited paragraph (05) is merely a general 
statement of desirable outcomes. It does not state "without developer 
involvement". Additionally, newly added claim 39 has not been shown to have 
support in originally filed specification (Applicant has sited paragraphs 0044- 
0046, though the entirety of the claim is not supported there). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set fori:h in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-8 and 29-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Jabri (US Patent Application Publication 2002/0066074 Al) 
in view of Hollingsworth et al. (USPN 5,444,836). The rejections are 
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substantially maintained as previously indicated in office action mailed 29 
January 2007. Newly amended claim limitations are rejected as follows. 

Claim 1 

A method for designing a process, comprising: 

(a) designing a model for a process with a visual display surface without 
developer involvement (paragraph 0026); 

(b) generating a high-level code emission for the process with an 
association between the model for the process and an user-selected supported, 
inserted graphical shape-construct corresponding to a visual image; the 
process being specified by a the visual image on the visual display surface 
(paragraph 0034); and 

(c) transforming the high-level code emission into computer-executable 
instructions through, transforming the association between the model and the 
high-level code emission for the process is transformed into computer- 
executable instructions (paragraph 0038). 

Jabri did not explicitly state: 

determining a first contextual evaluation whether the supported, inserted 
graphical shape-construct of step (b) is compatible with any previously selected 
supported, selected graphical shape-construct, and only after having said 
compatibility is determined. 
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HoUingsworth demonstrated that it was known at the time of invention 
to provide a graphical modeling system that validates the semantics of the 
graphical elements (column 1, lines 52-62; column 2, lines 56-61; and column 
3, lines 30-34). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of invention to implement the graphical programming of Jabri with 
semantic analysis as found in HoUingsworth 's teaching. This implementation 
would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would be 
motivated to simplify the development by the user and produce valid models 
(column 3, lines 30-34). 

Other independent claims 29, 34 and 36 are rejected in a corresponding 
manner. 

Claim 37 

Jabri and HoUingsworth disclose the method of claim 1 , further comprising: 
allowing the user to bypass any high-level error detection and leaving error 
detection until the high-level code compiles through a compiler 
(Hollingsuforth: column 1, lines 52-62; column 2, lines 56-61; and column 3, 
lines 30-34). 
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Claim 38 

Jabri and Hollingsworth disclose the method of claim 1 , further comprising: 
user-selected customization for inserted-graphical shape-constructs, wherein 
the user may separately add high-level command functions after selecting the 
user-selected inserted graphical shape-construct (Hollingsworth: column 1, 
lines 52-62; column 2, lines 56-61; and column 3, lines 30-34). 

Claim 39 

Jabri and Hollingsworth disclose the method of claim 1 , further comprising: 

user-selected customization for inserted graphical shape-constructs, wherein 
the user may initially enter high-level command functions, wherein the 
association between the model and the high-level code emission for the process 
is automatically triggered and a shape-construction is activated according to 
the high-level code (Jabri: paragraph 0034). 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 17 March 2008 have been fully considered 
but they are not persuasive. Applicant argues: 1) support for previous claim 
amendments is found in the originally filed disclosure; 2) Jabri fails to disclose 
a visual display and user selected graphical shape-constructs; and 3) 
Hollingsworth fails to disclose contextual evaluation whether the supported, 
inserted graphical shape-construct of step (b) is compatible with any previously 
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selected supported, selected graphical shape-construct, and only after having 
said compatibility is determined. 

First, with regard to support for the new claim language (of the claims 
submitted 25 July 2007), Applicant has not demonstrated the language or 
general meaning of the language ("without developer involvement" in the 
context of the claim) to be supported by the originally filed disclosure. The 
cited paragraph (05) is merely a general statement of desirable outcomes. It 
does not state "without developer involvement". This phrase is far more narrow 
and specific than the paragraph suggests (this even allowing for a reasonable 
usage of differing terminology). Further, the paragraph at most states "remove 
the software programmer from writing code" (though the paragraph speaks of 
desires and not implementation this too is likely not even supported for claim 
language) The paragraph does not indicate "without any and all developer 
involvement", which is the meaning Applicant appears to now want read into 
the claims. 

Second, Jabri discloses visual modeling and thus graphical shape- 
constructs (paragraphs 0025 and 0026) and this further is carried out by a 
visual display surface (the visual modeling tool's display). 

Third, HoUingsworth is cited for and discloses semantics/ compatibility 
of graphical elements (column 1, lines 52-62, "depend on semantic 
interpretation to be applied to the graphical object"; column 2, lines 56-61 and 
column 3, lines 30-34). Semantic verification is a form of compatibility 
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determination under the broadest reasonable interpretation of the claim 
language. 

Having addressed Applicant's concerns the rejections are maintained as 
indicated. 
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